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1. HE 
State and Importance 


OF THE 
PRESENT CONTROVERSY, 


1 About the VALIDITY of 
LLAY-BAPTISM, 
Fairly Repreſented. 


= 


e 


8 
ESE 


SIR, 

=" Nowing the fervent Zeal you have 
in this Controverſy ; I ſee, me- 
thinks, with what Smiles and 
Pleaſure you read the Compli- 
| TT ments and Applauſes of a late 
bw = Letter to you, from a Prieſt of 
the Church of England, and a Reffor of a Church 
in the City of London. You are there ſet off 
as a mighty Champion in the Cauſe of God and 
his Church, and are repreſented to have done 
© gloriouſly in their Defence, and ſeveral fine 
things therein are ſaid of your great Aitarnments, 
have no Inclinat ion to ſay any thing mortify- 
ing to you on this laſt Head; let your Attam- 
= ments ſhew themlelves by your Pertormances. 
$f I ſhall only break in ſo far upon your Joy, as 
to ſhew you, and the Gentleman who wrote 
you this Letter, that there is none of this 
9 Z „ mighty 
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mighty Merit in the Cauſe you have under- 

taken, nor any great Commendations due to 
you or him on that Account. 1 

His firſt Sweetnings are, when he tells you, 

That the Grateful Reſentments be entertains, 

are, as he believes and hopes, in conjunction 
with the moſt, at leaſt the moſt Learned and Or- 

thodox of his Brethren. What is this but to 

make Mens Thoughts of this Controverſy the 
Teſt of their Learning and Orthodoxy ; and 

then to tell the World, That your Adverſaries 

im it axe Few, Unlearned, and Unfound in 

Pfad. xi. 4. Principles? Thus the Arrogant of Old, % are 

Job xxxii. they that ought to ſpeak : We have found uʒt 

13. Wifdom. But let this Reverend Rector con- 

ſider, that the Reflection will not fall on the 

Biſhops and Clergy of this Age alone, who 

differ from him and you in this Matter, but 

on the Chief, if not All of our Firſt Reformers, 

and on many of the Greateſt and Beſt of thoſe 

Divines who have Vindicated and Supported 

the Reformation. Let him think of thoſe Great 

Names Cranmer, Ridley, Parker, Whugift, ® 

Bilſon, Bancroft, Hooker, Abbott, 4 

Coſins, Fell, Thorndike ; to mention no more. 

Ask your Friend, whether theſe, who were all 

of them of quite different Sentiments from you, 

in this Controverſy, muſt be reckon'd the leaſt 

Learned, or the leaſt Orthodox of the Eg“, 

Clergy * Ask him, if he is willing to throw © 

Dirt on their Characters, to Ingratiate himſelt 

with you? Or how was that conſiſtent with 
Learning, and Knowledge, and Soundneſs ot 
Judgment in Apes paſt, which becomes ſo great 

2 Blemiſh now > Think you what yon pleaſe, 
and beſpatter their Characters according to the 
beſt of all your Skill; yet, may my Name 
have a Place, even the meaneſt Place, „ | 

theſe © 


Pag z. 


Maſon, KF 


o Bn £8 elk, 


a ar. fs ed fins fd ht © OS 


E 


theſe Great and Good Men, ſo much now de- 
ſpiſed; rather than with yours, notwithſtand- 
ing all the Applauſes which this Reverend 
Gentleman fo laviſhly beftows upon you. 

But what is all this great Acclamatiap for? 

It is, he tells you, for that Fultice and Piety, Pag. ;, f. 
= which, by the Grace of God, you habe ſo bappuly 
® declar'd towards our Mother the Church of Eng- 
=> land, towards the Univerſal Church, ahl rd, 
= the Redeemer, Head and Protettcr of it, our 
Saviour Chriſt, in Aſſerting the Divine Inſtitution 
of bis Holy Sacraments. This 1s certainly 
very well, and highly commendable. But is 
this Praiſe due only to you, or your Friends 
and Abettors in this Controverſy ? Have not 
= your Adverfaries and Oppoſers in it both zbe 
= Faſtice, and Picty, and the Grace of God, to de- 
gclare, as heartily as you can, for our Mother 
= the Church of England, and for the Unerſal 
Church, and Chriſt the Head of it, in Aſſerting 

tbe Divine Inſtitution of bis Holy Sacraments ? 
> When you have proved that they have not, I 
| dare promiſe you to give up the Caufe, and am 
willing that they ſhall then be abandoned, as 
wanting either Learning, or Soundneſs of Judg- 


wa 


ment, or both. But till you have made good | | 2, 
the Charge, I hope the World will not think Pr, 
that this Cauſe muſt be carried, by Boaſting, 162 
and Aſſuming Pretences. . 


But to come cloſe to the Buſineſs. What 7 
this Reverend Gentleman ſo mightily applauds 
nin you, is, your having aſſerted the Neceſſary 
Egfcacy and Validity of the Sacraments in our 
Hoy Orders and Adminiſtrations. Or, to be 
„more Particular; your aſſerting the Divine 


P piſcopal- Ordination of the Miniſter to be ſo Eſſen- 
tial to the Holy Sacrament of Baptiſin, as that 
no Baptiſm can be Valid that is ä 
| * 
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by one who is not in Epiſcopal Orders; and that 
al Perſons ſo IWaſhed, as you call it, ought to 
to be Baptized by a Lawful Minifter ; which we 
call, being Baptized again. This is your Do- 
Etrine,, and this is what your Reverend Friend 
ſo highly approves and commends in you. 

But does the Church of EAgland require us to 
aſſert ſuch Things a, theſe, in Proof of our 
Fuſtice or Piety towards her? Or does the 
Umverſal Church, or Chriſt Himlelt, require 
them? When either you or your Friends have 
made this appear, Ill acknowledge all theſe 
Praiſes due to you. But until then, I cannot 
but think your Reverend Friend too free in his 
Compliments, 

The Occaſion of this Gentleman's making 
yo all theſe fine Speeches, was, upon his Pub- 

iſhing, in a very tew empty Pages, the 7dg- 
ment of the Reformed in France and Geneva, and 
4 Mr. Calvin, concerning the Invadility of Lay- 

aptiſm : That what you have aſſerted concern- 
ing Baptiſm, may not be thought a ſingular and 
new Opinion, but — agreeable to the Dottrixe and 
Pratlice of the Primitive Church, and to the Senſe 
of our beſt Reformed. I hope, after all his boaſted © 
Fuſtice and Piety towards the Church of England, cura 


he docs not intend the Proteſtant Churches ot Me! 
France and Geneva to be the belt Reformed? ©, PF 
And yet I believe they are the only Reformed ban 
Churches that he can produce favouring his J 

Opinion. How far their Authorities are for 1 
him, may be conſider d in its proper Place. and 
I am now chiefly concerned with the great © Doc 
Streſs that is laid on this Controverſy, which 
is repreſented of ſuch vaſt Importance: As tho' | I 
the vine Inflitution of the Holy Sacraments; me 
the Sacred Powers of the Chriſtian Miniſtry, the Par 
great Concerns of our Profeſhon, and all be of 
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Lood things which are ſo much for the Benefit 
W be Clergy, and ſo Glorious for the Church of God, 
W were at Stake, Would not one, from theſe 
W Expreſſions, be apt to think that theſe Gentle- 
men were Writing againſt Deifts, or Antichri- 
ſtian Libertines, and Free-thinkers, rather than 
in a Controverſy in which, to ſpeak modeſtly, 
by ſome of the Greateſt and Beſt Divines of ſeveral 
Churches, and in ſeveral Ages, have been of a 
* contrary Judgment from them? But this is 
one of the great Artifices, to poſſeſs your Readers 
with an huge Opinion of the Importance of your 
Doctrine, and of the Formidable Apprehenſions 
which they ought to have of your Oppoſers. 
This has gain d you more Proſelytes than all 
the Force of your Arguments. For as it's much 
© eaſier to Frighten People with Diſmal Stories 
of the Dangers of the Church, than to find them 
cout: So, many Well-meaning Perſons eaſily 
run into a Cauſe that carries the Appearance 
of ſo many good Things as are here pretended, 
© who are not ab/e, or not careful enough, to 
© Examine, whether the Pretences are Well- 
> grounded, or no: And fo are carried away, by 
an ungoverncd Zeal, or Fear; without any ac- 
= curate Judgment or Knowledge of the true 
Merits of the Cauſe. 
For this reaſon, I have now taken it in 

hand ; with a deſign, 


I. To State the Queſtion in Debate truly, 
and fairly; together with the Principles and 
= Doctrines allowed as good on either hand. 


IT. To Examine the Force of the chief Argu- 
ments and Ailezations ; and thei leave the Im- 
partial Reader to ſudge; and, upon a fair View 
of the Whole, to Determine, whether he can find 

any 
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any of thoſe Dreadful Conſequences, and Fork * gr. 


midable Dangers to Chriſtianity, to the Chur H. 
of God, to the Chriſtian Sacraments, and to u UL. 
Chriſtian Prieſthood, that you, Gentlemen, ſcenn no 
to be afraid of, if either Lay-Bapriſm or Diſſenreyh tie 
Baptiſm ſhould be allowed Valid. th! 

I. In Stating the Queſtion, you know, Sir - 
very well, e: 


1. That the Controverſy is not about the 
Divine Inſtitution of the Chriſtian Sacramentsg all 
or of the Chriſtian Prieſthood. And therefore, co! 
all your Outcries and Clamours of this kind, Ar 
to ſpeak ſoftly of them, are very Impertinent, co 
You know, Sir, in your own Conſcience, and Pr 
ſo do all your Party, that thoſe who have ap!“ as 
peared againſt you in this Diſpute, do affirm an 
and teach, as well as you, or any of your thc 


Abettors, That the Chriſtian Sacraments are o Er 
Divine Inſtitution from our Lord ſeſus Chriſt & -- 
That the Chriſtian Miniſtry is fo too: And ft 
that in all our Sacred Miniſtrations, we do act it 
in the Name and by the Authority of ſeſu is 
Chriſt. Fel 

2. You know alſo, That the Diſpute is nog mi 


about the Miniſters peculiar Rieht and Pris LI 
lege to or in theſe Sacred Aliniſtrationg. Your Do 
cannot deny, but that we aſſert, as ſtrennouſly# 
as you, That the Lata Miniſter, in all Or4A® 
nary Caſes, is the only Proper, Lateful Admini] Fa 
ſtrator ot Chriſtian Baptiſm : That none elſeg yo 
ought in any-wiſe to be permitted or allowe& m: 
to Adminiſter it, except in Caſes of great Ne? by 
ceſſity; which has in ſcvera] Churches becl ce! 
allowed: And that whoever ſhall take upon Pr 
them this Office, except in ſuch Extraordtmucy :? be 
allowed Caſes, are T//urpers of the Sac alt 
Powers of the Prieſthood, and guilty of a rr ha 
grea 
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great Sin. Load then the Uſurpers of theſe 
Holy Offices with great Guilt, in ſich their 
Ulurpations, as treely as yon plea, e; you Dall 
not find us making any Apologics an Vi indica- 
tion ot their Evil Practice. "And theretore I 


think there was no nced of ail theſe heavy Out- 


— 


cries and Exclamations 8 80 11s , 48 tho“! we © ; 


were betraying all the nine Rights and Piivi- 
leges of the Clergy. F. Jr ; Gu KNOW. again, 
3. Phat whatever Eincacy or Validity xv 


allow in ſuch Utur: ved Miniſtratlons; yer u $5 


condemn them, as 7 nul an Uzl, wut. 


And, tor ought that you yet kno to the 
contrary, we are ready to Concur in any ſuch 
Proper Methods to prevorit theſe Ulurpations, 
as may conſiſt with the known Dock nes 
and Ulages of the Prigiutive Church, and of 
the Church of Eng/and. In ſhort, Sr, you all 
know very well, 

4. Laſtly, That the True State of the Que- 
ſtion, concerns the Perſons Bap: d; - and that 
it is, W hether a Pperſon Bap tiz d by One who 
is not a Len TA I. nifter, is I. 5971 and Ef- 
fectaaly Baptized, or no ? Whether the Ad- 
e- ot that Sacrament, not being a 

argc Miniſter, makes the Paptiſin Null and 

aid, and neceſſarily requires that Perſon to 
be Baptized a gain? Tins, I kope, you will 
allow to be the Preſent State of the Controverſy, 
Fairly and Impart ally rcopiefented. In which, 


you find, we allow, That the Miniſtration 


may be UL axcful and S; ſul, when performed 


by an arrogant Ulurper, in a Caſe of no Ne- 
ceſſity, but by an impious Iroaſfon of the 
Prieft's Office; and yet the Sacrament may 
be [ Valid, as to the Perſon Paptiz*d. Becaule 

altho' the Miniſter, by the Inſtituti ion of Chriſt, 
has the only Right of this Mini{tration, in all 


B Ordi- 
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Ordinary Caſes, yet we look on this to be T, 
a Divine Law of Diſcipline and Order, and it 
that his Power 1s not hereby made Eſſential to x vc 
the Sacrament. So that the Deciſive Queſtion, 
in all this Controverſy, is, Whether, by Chriſt's & 

Inſtitution of this Holy Sacrament, the Mini- 
ſter's Ofice and Authority be a Matter of Chri- 
ſtian Diſcipline and Order only, or an Eſſen- 
1ial Part of this Divine Ordinance ? It it be a 
Divine Law of Chriſtian Diſcipline only, then 
we have the better of it in this Cauſe ; in that 
a Defe of this kind will not make the Baptiſm * 
Null and Void, nor require the Perſon Baptized by 
a Lay-man to be Baptized again; however Sinful 8 
that Lay-man's LU/urparion of the Sacred Office 
may be. If, on the other hand, you have 
proved, or can prove it to be, an Eſential Part 
of Baptiſm ; then a Defect of this kind muſt be 
allowed to make that Baptiſm Null; and re- 
quire all Perſons ſo Baptized, to be Baptized F 

again. This is the main Matter now in 


n 
Diſpute: And therefore I am now, | El 
II. To Examine the Force of the Arguments 4 
and Allegations brought on each Side, and to vi. 
leave the Reader to Judge of them as he © |, 
ſees mect. „ 05 
; 05 


The main Strength of your Plea, to prove 
the Miniſter s Office and Authority Eentia!l 11 
to Chriſtian Baptiſm, is this; That as all Se- 
craments muſt have their Validity and Efficacy © 
from the Inſtitution and Commiſhon of Chriſt , ſo th 
every thing directed in this Inflitution or Com- 
miſſion, thereby becomes Eſſential. And conſe- in 
quently, cvery thing done againſt any Part f be 
the Injtitutton or Commiſſion, thereby becomes , 
Null and Void, and of 20 Validity or _ # 


is 
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This is the full Subſtance of your Argument: 
= To ſupport which Mat hematically, and to give 
it the Force of Demonſtration, as you think; 
L you give us, firſt, Definitions; then, Axi ms 3 
and from thence form your Propaſitions, and 
your Demonſtrations upon them; that all may 
ſeem irrefragably Concluſive. This is a good 
way of Arguing, if you ſecure every Link of 
> your Chain to hold faſt : But if any of the firſt 
main Links fail you, all the reſt will do you 
but little Service. And this, I am verily per- 
> fCwaded, is the Truth of your Caſe. Ex. gr. 
Your 24 Definition, which is to teach us what 
makes an Eſſential, runs thus: The Eſſential! C. Bs, 
Part of a Divine Poſitive Inſtitution, are thoſe way T g "YT 
& which we are obliged conſtantly to obſerve, trodud 
4 long as the utmoſt Duration of the Force and 
Obligation of the Inſtitution itſelf. 1 preſume, 
vou intend all thoſe Things, which, by the In- 
ſtitution, are to be conſtantly obſerved, are 
thereby made Eſſential, or elſe it will do you 
no good. From this General Definition of 
Eſſentials, you proceed to prove the Divine Pag. 1: 
Authority of the Adminiſtrator of Baptiſm to be 
an Efſeniia/ Part of that Sacrament ; by pro- 

ving, that it is conſtantly to be Oertel, as 

long as the utmoſt Duration of the Force and 
. Obligation of the Divine Poſitrve Inſtitution of 
- Chriſtian Baptiſm. This I take to be the Whole 
of your Argument, in its full Force and Strength. 
I hope I have not fet your Reaſoning in any 
> obſcurer Light than you yourſelf have done; 
and J am ſure, I have not deſignedly diminiſhed 
the Force of it. 
I did once think, not to have entred fo far 
into the Alerit of this Cauſe, as you call it, 
f | believing that it would have been ſufficient to 
” + fſhew the World, how contrary this your 
” 5 Doctrine 
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Doctrine is to the known Doctrine and conſtant 
Practice of the Ch:rch of England; which, tho? 
it bas always allerted the Miniſter's peculiar 
Right and Privilege herein, yet has never made 
his Authority Eſjentral. 

But I find, that both you and your Abettors 
Glory in the impregnable Force at your Argu— 
ments. Dr. Hckes lays, li e have proved the 
Miniſter's Authority to be Eſſential. You fay, 
+ The Oppoſers have not yet done any thing that 
Can Oerthroto your Propoſitions . T he firſt of 


ef which is, That the Commiſhon or Authority 


Oxtord'⸗ 
Charge 
Conſiter d, 
p. 55, 56. 
Fag. 8. 


of the Miniſter, is an Eftential Part of the In- 
ſtitution of Baptiſm. And your Reverend 
Preeft and City Rector tells you, Tour Succeſſes 
has been equal to your Wiſhes and Endeauours, 
Thus you would ſcan to ride Triumphant. 

But with whatever Air of Aſſurance. you 
may think fit to Write, the World looks on it 
as pretty Pert and Forward, for a Lay-man to 


attack the Biſhops oi the Church, as giving 


Unjuſt aud Wrong Inſtructions to their Clergy ; Þ 


ard as ſetting Rules, which, you ſay, you have 
before proved to be falſe ones. 

I hope the Lord Biſhop of Oxford continues 
abundantly Satisty d and Pleas'd with the Rea- 
ſenableneſs and Juſtice ot his Charge, notwith- 
ſtanding all your Reiections upon it. I an 
jure His Lordſhip has Keaton fo to do. Fer, 
atter all your great Boaſting of your eft;Qual 
Proof, I hape 1 thall ſhew you, that you have 
Proved nothing of vhat you pretend to; but 
that vour Arguments are Tritling, and your 
pretended Natens not Concluſive; and that 

ne very Foundations which vou lay, are Rotten, 
and not able to ſupport them. 


1. Four 


UU 
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1. Your Defin:tion of Eſſentials is not Good, 


2 altho' the main Thing that you ought to have 


been ſure of. 

2. Your Particular Application of it to the 
Adminiſtrator of Chriſt an Baptiſin, is not 
Concluſive to your Purpoſe. And, 

3. Laſtly, The Judgment and Practice of the 
Church of England, and of the Primitive Church, 
are undeniably againſt you. Theſe are the 
Three Things that I would earneſtly recom- 
mend to your future Conſiderations. 


1. Your Definition of Eſſentials is not Good. 
This is fo main a Point, that you ought not to 
have tailed in it, becauſe all your Mꝛopoſi⸗ 
tions and Demonſtrations are built upon 
it; and therefore if this be faulty, all the reſt 
are good for nothing. Your Definition of 
Eſſentials, is, Thoſe Things which we are ob/iged 
conſtantly to Obſerve, as long as the utmoſt Du- 
ration of the Force and Obligation of the Inſtitu- 
tion. Now, if I can produce any Inſtances of 
ſuch Things in a Poſitive Inſtitution, which, 
by the Tenor of it, ovght to be conſtantly 
Obſerved in it; and yet, when wanting, that 
Detect does not make Null or Invalid that In- 
ſtitution; then your Definition will be tour.d 
Unjuſt and Untrue. For it will from hence 
undeniably follow, That every thing Prefcribed 
in a Poſitive Inſtitution, altho' to be conſtantly 
Obſerved, does not thereby alone become len- 
tial, as your Definition aftirms and declares it 
to be. | 

To ſet this Argument in the clearer Light, 
it may not be amits to obſerve in General, 
That the Holy Scripture tackes us to make a 
difference in the ſeveral Laus and Price: ts of 
God, both as to their Importance and the Ex- 

| ein 
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ample : : g 
1. Some ol them are about Things of them- 


ſelves Intrinſically Good: Which are not there- 
fore only Good, becauſe Commanded ; but ra- 


ther therefore Commanded, becauſe Eſſentially} 


. 


o 


and Intrinſically Good, And theſe are of 
Univerſal and Everlaſting Obligation; which 
can never buckle to any Exigencies of Time or 
Place: As, that God is to be Loved, and 
Feared, and Worſhipped, Ec. 

2. Others are meer Po/:trve Laws; when 
God requires ſuch Things to be done, which 
having 10 Intrin/c or Aloral Excellency in them- 
ſelves, receive ai! their Os, from the Aus 
thority ot God's Command. Now theſe are 
ſometimes, and in ſonie meaſure, Controlled and 
Over-ruled by the former. As the Fete, Obli- 
gation, to Reſt from all manner ot Work on 
the Sabbath-Day, was ſuperſeded and ceaſed, 


whenever Work became neceſſary to the Pre- 
ſervation of Man or Beaſt. Works ot Mercy, 


* 
5 
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as Duties of Natural Religion, Over-ruled, 
in ſuch Caſes, the Obligations of the meer 
Po/itrve Command. But then, again, 

2. Theſe Po/itrve Commands were of Two 
ſorts ; and either had reſpect to, 

1. Such Things as were made thereby Poſt ive 
Duties of Religion; as, Circumciſton, Sacrifices, 
the Sabbath, &c. Or, 

2. Such as related chiefly to the Manner 
how thoſe Duties were to be Performed ; vig. 
at ſuch a Place, on ſuch a Day, at ſuch an 
Hour, by ſuch Perſons, in ſuch Habit, aud with 
ſuch Geſture. or other Rites, as Directed. 

Now the Uſe that I would make of all this, 
is, to Obſerve from it, That altho' God, under 
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ad 
** 

4 


tent of their Obligation, according to the iN 8 
Subject-Matter they are about. As for Ex- 
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the Levitical 1 gave Particular 


Laws, as to the Manner of Performing all Du- 
ties, almoſt in all reipects, as to Time, Per- 
ſons, Places, Habits, and the like: And altho' 


/ thoſe Divine Laws were to be Strictly and 


. — e 
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Conſcienciouſly Obſerved, that Divine Offices 
might be Regularly and Orderly Performed ; 
yet theſe Laws were looked on rather as Di- 
vine Laws of Diſcipline, than as Eſſentials of 
the faid Inſtitutions. And the Detects herein, 
altho' when proceeding from Profane Neglect, 
or Contempt, were ſeverely Puniſhed in the 
Offenders; yet they did not always make the 
Inſtitution Nl and Void, as to their Efficacy 


and Spiritual Benefit. 


Now, among ſeveral Inſtances that might be 
produced to make good this Obſervation, 1 
ſhall only mention One or 'Two ; trom whence, 
I think, I ſhall prove ſufficiently your Defini- 
tion of Eſſentials Faulty. And One is this: 
It was a Part of the Inſtitution of Circumcr/ton, 
that the Child ſhould be Circumciſed on the 


Eighth Day from its Birth: He that ig Eigbt Gen. xvii. 


Days old ſhall be Circumciſed among you. And, 


If Woman bring forth a Male-Child, in the Lev. xii. 


Eighth Day the Fleſb of bis Fore-skin ſhall be 
Circumciſed. This is a Part of the Paſitive In- 
Ritution that was to be conſtantly Obſerved, as 
long as the utmoſt Duration of the Force and 
Obligation of the Law of Circumctfion. And yet 
[ ſhall prove to you, That this was not fo 
Eſſential, as that a Defect in that Part, made 
the Sacrament of Circumcr/ton Null and Void. 
If I can prove this, then here 1s Demonſtration 
for you, That every thing Preicribed by Al- 


mighty God in a Poſirrve Inſtitution, and In- 


tended and Commanded to be conftarr/y 05- 


— 


ſerved, does not thereby become Eſentie. And 


Ton- 


12. 


2, 3. 
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conſequently, your Definition of Eſſentials is 
faulty and good for nothing. | 

Now I believe few People can doubt, but 
that there were Thouſands of Children among 
the 7ews, who, by the Neglect of their Parents, 
were not Circumciſed till after the Eighth D:y ; 
and yet can hardly be denied to have received 
Valid Circumciſion, notwithſtanding that De- 
fect. But becauſe I will not build my Proots 
on Conjectures, I will produce you an unde- 
niable Example. 


When Moſes was going from 1idian to his 
Exod. iv. Brethren in Egypt, in tbe Way the Lord mct him, ® 


and ſought to kill him; becauſe he had with him 
his Son whom he had neglected to Circumciſe 
according to the Law; as all Interpreters 
agree, from the following Words: Zipporah 
his Wife took and Circumciſed the Child, and 


fo God's Wrath was appeaſed ; which ſhews | 


that the Circumcoi/ion was Valid and Effeffual. 


Now, from this Paſſage, Two Things are to 
be Obſerved. (1.) A great Irregularity com- 
mitted, and againſt the expreſs Command of 
God : And yet that Irregu/arity does not, as 
Pi(ſ. Bat. you pretend it ſhould, make a Nullity and 
NU, Pref. Invalidity in the Ordinance. ( 2.) Here is a 
Part of a Poſitive Inſtitution and Sacrament, 
and of as Laſting and Perpetual Force and 05/- Þ 
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gation as the Sacrament itſelf, at the fame F 
time, proved not to be Eſſential , becauſe, 4 
Defe& therein, did not make that Sacrament W 


of Circumciſion Nall and Void. And it TI 


gain theſe Two Points upon you, 1/7, That 


every Part of a Poſitive Inſtitution or Sacra- 
ment, that onght to be conſtantly Obſervec, 
does not thereby become Elfential ; and, 


— 


2d!y, That every Irregularity committed in a 
Divine Ordinance, altho' againſt the express 
Law = 


I 
4 Eo 


t 


and, 
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that very Kind you infiſt on, The Divine Ad- 
W miniſtrator of a Politive Ordinance. y the 
Law of Moſes, the Pricſt only was Appointed 
and Authorized to Flay the Burni- Offerings. 
| But in the Reign of Lege tab, becaute that 
; the Preeſts Were 700 feto, fo th Jl the þ 1 hong A 2 
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Law of God, does not make that Ordinance 
Null and I vid, and road : The main Supports 
ot your Cauſe fail you, and * whole Fabric 
muſt fall to the Ground : And I think the Paſ- 
ſag produced proves them both inconteſtably. 

Don t think to Reply to mie here, by ſay- 
ing, That the Ie ot Circumciſing 4 Child 
was but a Circumſtance ot little Moment, in 
Compariſon to the [\;vine Authority of the Ad. 
miniſtrutor, who retreſents God, by whom the 
Supernatur al Benefits are udmihiſtred. For when 
you have ſaid all you can; if God, in Poſitive 
Inſtitutions, gives Laws of 1a ting Obligation 
about C rcumſtantials s. as well as abont Etlen— 
tials; it from thence follows undeniably, That 
all Things Commanded ina Politive Inſtitution 
are not Eilential. And it your Delia tails 
You, what w.ll b. C121 e Of all Your ine Pr; 4! 2 
tions and Demonſtrations 2 

As to what you may ſay, about the Divine 
Authority of the Adininittrator being a Matter 
of another Nature, and of greater Moment, 
as repreſenting God, by whom the Supcrnati a 


| Benefits ot the Inflitution are almniſtred to us : 


I Reply, That all this muſt be determined by 


God's own Laws and Ordinances ; and will not 


juſtifie us, in making the Adminiſtrator's Otfice 
and Authority Ejtential, unl-is we can prove 
that God himſelt has made them fo. Put my 

Second Inſtance againſt your Definition is of 


© thren, the L bite, did he. 72 then to Flay tlie D, 
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ill the Work was ended; and until the other 
Preeſts had ſanttified themſelves. Here 1s a Part 
of a Divine Politive Law appropc:ating ſuch a 
Work to the Prieſt, and that was to have been 
conitantly Obſerved, Violated in a Cafe of Ne- 
cellity : And yet that Irrcgularity does not 
Null the Ordinance. For the 7ews plainly 
V. 36. Iookd on theſe as Valid Sacrifices. He-ekiuh 
rejoyced, and all the People, that God had Pre- 
pared the People. Here 1s a Burnt-Offering Pre- 


pared by ſuch Almniſtrators, as, by the Law 4 
of the Inſtitution, could have no Divine Au- 
thority to that Miniſtration. Now, if that 
was a Valid Sacrifice; this proves, That the 


Appointment of the Adminiſtrator in a Divine 
Poſitive Inſtitution, does not make his Autho- 
rity Eſſential. This leads me to ſhew, 

2. That your Application of this Definition 
to the particular Caſe of the Adminiſtrator of 
Chriſtian Baptiſm, is not at all Concluſive to 


your Purpoſe. Every Part or Law of a Poſi- 1 


tive Inſtitution, however conſtantly to be Ob- 
ſerved, does not, as we have ſeen already, 
thereby become Eſſential. What is to be ſaid Þ 
then, more particularly, to make the Divine | F 
Authority of the Adminiſtrator of Chriſtian 
Baptiſm Eſſential? You offer ſeveral Con-“ 
Invalid. of ſi . under th's Head; as, 1. What was 
E21-B2pt. Inſtituted and Practiſed under the Law. 4 
1 . Chriſt's not taking upon him his Oſtice, 
we he was Particularly Commiſſioned. 
3. The IWVords and Inſtitution of Chriſtian Baptiſin. 
wid. p. 32. 4. The Benefits thereof, not to be beſtowed bur 
by the Mediation of thoſe who hade Authority 
and Commiſſion thereto. 5. The Conſtant Pra- 
ctice of the Primitive Church. 6. The Doctrine, 
and Practice of the Church of Englund in parti- 4 
cular, But as you yourſelt pretend to prove 
5 no 
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no more, by all theſe Arguments and Authori- p.g. 1 


ties, than, That he Divine Authority of the 
Admmiſtrator, was intended, by the Inſtitution 
of Chriſtian Baptiſm, to be conſtantly Obſerved x 
which, in all Ordinary Caſes, will be Granted 
you, without any troubleſome Proot. This 
does not reach your Purpoſe : Becaufe, as we 
have ſeen already, that God does ſometimes 
give Laws of Diſcipline and Order, as well as 
about the Eſſentials ot his Divine Ordinances, 
From hence it follows, as plain as any Demon- 
{tration in Mathematics, That all Things di- 
rected in the Laws of a Poſitive Inſtitution, do 
not, by that alone, become Eilential to the 
Duty to be Pertormed. There muſt therefore 
be tome Peculiar Reaſon alledg'd, either from 
the Nature of the Thing in general, or ſome- 
thing particularly Declaratory of God's Inten- 
tion herein, to prove the Thing directed to be 
Eſſential. | 
You ſet forth, indecd, very truly, with what 
great Severity, under the Law ot Moſes, Corb, 
Sul, Tiszzias, and all the Invaders of the 
Prieſt} od, were Punithed by Almighty God; 
who would not accept of his own Appointments, 
when De by Uncommiſfioned Hands: And, 
how iwpcffe"!e it is that God ſhould beſtow bas 
Spiritus Benefits, by the Mediation of Thoſe to 
whom he en no Authority for that Purpoſe. 
But you ſhouid remember, 5:7, That not- 
withſtanding all this Vengeance was executed 
upon the Invaders of the Prieſthood; yet 
Jewiſh Sacramen's were all that while admi- 
ſtred by Thoſe who were not Pri-{ts, nor had 
any particular Divine Com miti.on or Authority 
for the doing of what they did. So that the Si- 
tual Benefits of that Covenant were befiow'd ard 
communicated by the Miniſtrai.on ot Ihole to 
8 W011 
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20 
whom God gave no expreſs Divine Commiſſion 
or Authority tor that Purpoſe. Thus Grcum- 
ciſion, the Sign and Seal of the Ferihh Cove- 
rant, the Inſtituted Rite of Initiation into God's 
Church, and the Pledge of Supernatural Ad- 
vantages, was not Commanded to be Pertormed 
either by Prieſt or Levite ; but was lett at 
Liberty to be done either by the Father, or 
any other Skiltul Perſon. And the Paſchal 
Lamb, which was a Sacrifice Offered unto God, 
was yet Offered, not by the Prieſt, but, by 
the Head of the Family. where it was to be 
Eatn. How then will it appear, that the 
Divine Authority of the Adminiſtrator of a 
Sacrament is Eſſential to the Validity of it 
when, for Two thouſand Years together, Sa- 
craments were adminiſtred without any {ſuch 
expreſs Authority or Commiſſion appropriating 
them to the Prieſts? If you ſay, That, under 
the Gel, Chriſt has, in the Inſtitution of 
Baptiſm, Appointed the Lawful Admmniſtrator, 
and his Ofice ; which, in Circumciſion, He left 
Unappointed : I granting you that; yet ſtill 
it remains a Qneſtion, Whether the Admini— 
ſtrator's Diuine Offce and Authoriiy are Eſſential, 
or Matter of Diſcipline only > And while you 
have not produced any one Reaſon, or Autho- 
rity, that comes up to this, which 1s really the 
true Point in Controverſy and Debate; there is 
this Conſiderable againſt you, That, under the 
Law, Sacraments were Adminiſtred by Perſons 
who had no ſuch expreſs Commiſion or Appropri- 
ating Deſignation to their Office. Which ſhews, 
(I.) That it is not Neceſſary nor Eſſeniia/ to a 
Sucrament in General, that the Adminiſtrator 
mould always Act by the Authority of an Ex- 
preſs Commiſhon; for the 7ewh Sacrainents 
had none ſuch. And therefore, ( 2.) It Icaves 
us 
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us more reaſonably to conclude, That the 
Power and Authority which the Chriſtian Mi- 
niſter is Inveſted with, by the Inſtitution of 
Baptiſm, is Matter of Rel1giows Diſcipline only, 
but not in all Caſes Ejentia! to the Validity of 
it. Becauſe a Sacrament in General. docs not Ne- 
ceſſarily require a Divine Authority in the Ad- 
miniſtrator to give it Validity. 

I dont know, but that you may cry out 
here, as you have done elſewhere, That this 
Way of Reaſoning ſmells Rank of Fanaticiſm. 
For, ſometimes, Inve&rves ſupply the want of 
Arguments. If you ſhould, Iwill detend my- 
ſelt from all ſuch Odious Imputations, by 
ſhewing you, 

2d/y and Laſt'y, That the Judgment and 
Practice of the Church of Eng/and, and of the 
Primitive Church, are againſt you; and ex- 
actly agreeable to what I have now laid be- 
fore you. 


1. I begin, Firſt, with the Judgment and 
Practice of the Church of England. You tug 
and labour this Point ſo very hard, that it 
plainly ſhews you ſenſible how Juſt and Invin- 
cible an Objection it will be thought againſt 
your Doctrine, not to have the Church of Eng- 
land declare in favour of you, when you pre- 
tend ſuch mighty Zeal for that. And yet I 
am Aſtoniſhed and Amazcd, that any Man of 
common Integrity and common Senſe ſhould 
pretend the Authority and Judgment of our 
Church, for making the Mniters Authorny 
Eſſential in Baptiſm, or for Re-vaptiz ng Thote 
who are not Baptized by a Lawtul Minuter. For, 


1. You know very well, That the Rubric 
and Uſage of the Church of Ens ind was ſuch 
all the Reigns of Edward VI. and Queen One 

eth, 
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beth, Permitting Lay-Perſons to Baptize, in 
Caſes of Necellity; as no Church, no Di- 
vines, could have conſented to, who had be- 
lieved or thought the Miniſter's Authority or 
Office to be Eſſential, or who had looked on 
them as any other than Matters of Diſcipline 
and Order. 

2. You know alfo very well, That when the 
Reubric was Altered, and the Lawful Mmiſter 
firſt Appointed to Adminiſter Baptißm; it was 
fo far from being done with an Intention to 
make the Miniſter's Power looked on as Heu- 
tial, that the King, and the Biikops, who made 
this Alteration, Ceclared their Judgments ex- 
preſly againſt it. King James himſelt, who 
particularly infiited on this Alteration, at the 
ſame time declared his Opinion politively againſt 
Re-baptizing thoſe who had been Baptized by 
Lay-men: Which, ſure, he could not have done, 
if he had thought ſuch Baptiſins Null and Tod, 
and Ineffefual as to the Spiritual Advantages of 
that Sacrament, Reconcile your Conſtruction 
of the Alteration made, with this which, you 
know, was the declared and avowed Judgment 
ot thoſe who made it, if you can; for I muſt 
own to you freely, that I cannot. Or, with 
what Face, or Pretences to Sincerity or Reaſon, 
can you tell the World, That the Limiting Als 
of the Church, taken in Conjunition with ber Ar- 
ticles and Canons, which make the Miniſter's 
Commiſhon Eſſential, do, by Neceſſary Conſequence, 
Null and make Void Unauthorized Baptiſm :- 
When thoſe who Made and Eſtabliſhed thoſe 
Limitins Acts, Canons, &c. at the very ſame 
time exprefly declared their Judgments, 
1 Againſt the Minifter's Authority being En- 
tial; and, 2. Againſt Lay-Bapriſm being made 
Null or Void, for want of ſuch Divine Autho- 

rity. 
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rity. I need not therefore follow you thro' 
your ſeveral Quotations of the Articles, Canons 
and Othces ot our Church. They declare or 


aſſert no more than what has been already 


granted you; dig. The Divine Inſtitution of 
the Chriſtian Prieſthood, and their peculiar 
Right and Privilege in all Relig.ous Miniſtra- 
tions, by the Authority of Chriſt in all Ordi- 
nary. Caſes. But they can never be ſaid to 
make the M'niiter's Office or Authority Eſſen- 
tial to Baptſn, unleſs you will ſuppoſe the 
Governors ot the Church to Eltablith that by 
their Public Synodical Acts, which was directly 
contrary to their own Judgment and Principles. 
And it you willallow that, you may then make of 
them what you pleaſe. It is therefore, methinks, 
an infamous Prevaricatins with the Senſe and 
Sanctions of the Church, to put fuch a Con- 
{ſtruction cn them, as 1s directly contrary to the 
avowed and declared Sentiments of our Church- 
Governors who made them. If Demonſtration 
would convince you, as you pretend, methinks 
here it is plain enough, That the Church, by 
putting the words Lawfu! Miniſter into the 
Rubric, neither did nor could intend to make 
the Miniſter's Office thereby Eſſential to that 
Sacrament : Becauſe it was the declared Judg- 
ment of thoſe who made that Alteration, That 
the Miniſter's Power was not Ejjential, nor 
Baptiſm Null or Void, for want of it. And 
thus Things ſtood with the Lawful Min fer in 
the Rubric, but without any Pretences ot his 


Authority being made Eſſential, all the Regus 


of King James the Firſt, and King Char/es the 
Firſt ; and no ſuch thing as Re- baptizing thoſe 
who had had Lay-Baptiſin was propofed, that 
I ever yet read or heard of. Upon the Keſto- 
ration of King Charles the Second, you 1 

That 
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That the Old Law was eraſed, and a New one 
made in Convocation. You mean, I find, That 
what Alteration was made upon the Hampton. 
Court Conterence was no Public ddt of the 
Church, becauſe not Confirmed in its Syrods : 
and ſo the New Law is ſaid to be Mad? after 
the Reſtoration, becauſe the Synod of 1561 Con- 
firmed that Alteration, which before ſtood upon 
the King's Authority alone, with the Approba- 
tion of lome of the Biſhops. The Conſequence 
of your aſcribing the New Law to the Synod 
of 1661, is this; That then, by the Laws of 
the Charch, a Lay-Perfon might ſtil] Baptize, 
in Caſes of Nece/jity, as well during the Reigns 
of King Fumes, and King Charles, as of King 
Edward VI. and Queen E/:zabeth ; becaule the 


Church had never yet, by any Publick Act, 


forbid it. And conſequently, all this while, 
the Miniſter's Authority could not be look'd on, 
by the Church, as Eſſential to Baptiſm ; becauſe 
the Church had hitherto never Declared againſt 
the Lay-Maa's Baptizing, in Caſes of Neceility. 
The King had, but the Church had not. 

Well, but what Alteration then did the Con- 
vocation of 1661 make? None at all. They 
only Confirmed, by their Synodical Authority, 
the Alteration which King Fames had made 
before, without any new Declaration of their 
Judgments, as to its being Eſſential, or of 
Diſcipline only. But, ſay you, The Eraſing 
of the Old, and Eſtabliſhing of the New: Law, is 
a good Argument in Law, That what is done in 
purſuance of the Antiquated, Abregated Law, 1s 
a Nullity by the New Law, which was made to be 
conflantly Obſerved. I Anſwer z; This would 
be a good Concluſion, if every Law or Conſti- 
tution of the Church makes the Things enjoin'd 
Eſſential. And thus you may make the Crof s 
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alſo Eſſeatial to Baptiſin, becauſe it is a Law of 
our Church to be conſtantly Obſerved. But ix 
that be not true, your Aſlertion is good for 
nothing; becauſe a Defect in Eſſentials only 


this Alteration, has made no new Declaration 
of the Minifter's Power being Eilential; all 
Things continue, in this reſpect, juit as they 
were before. If it was in King James's Time 
a Rule ot Diſcipline only, and not Ellential, 
it continues ſo ſtill. And that Convocation has 
not Altered the Nature ot the Thing by add- 
ing more Authority to the Rule; but leaves it 
{till as meer a Rule of Diſcipline as it was at 
firſt. And that this is, in truth, the Church's 
Judgment ſtill, is demonſtratively plain from 
hence, That even, upon the Synodical Con— 
firmation of the Rzhric, here was fill no Re- 
baptization either Directed, or Practiſcd, or 
Approved, until you began the Novelty. 
You would have it, That the Church in- 
tended, that the Perſons Baptized by Lay-Men 
ſhould be Baptized again; becauſe, it when the 
Miniſter, upon Enquiry into the Facts of Pri- 
vate Baptiſm, finds all Things done 4s they ought 
T0 be ; he ig then to Recerve the Ch:ld, and not 
to Chriſten him qgain: Therefore this inmphlics, 
That when Things are not dure as they ought 
to be, the Miniſter of the Pariſh muit, without 
any farther Qu-lions cr Directions, Chriſten 
the Child, who was only waſhed belore. But 
can you, without either Bluſhing for yourſelf, 
or Laughing at us, attempt to put this pre- 
tende Conſequence upon us? hen all Things 
are done well, the Child is not to be Bapirzed 
again; therefore, when all Things are not 
done well, he is to be Baptized: And when a 
Child is not Baptized by a Miniſter, it ought 
to 


makes a Nullity. It therciore the Charch, upon 
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to be Baptized again, without asking any 
farther Queſtions. Would not a Wiſe and 


Honeſt Man rather ſtay a little, to ſee what © 
Directions the Church gives, when any Detects © 8 
are found? Eſpecially too, when that ver- B 
Direction was given when Lay-Bapri//m was 
allowed Valid ; and you yourſelf allow, that no E 
By. Oxf. Detect but in Eſſentials can Null the Sacrament, oh 
CH. C'aſ. and make it Void. 1 
ES Let me beg you therefore feriouſly to con- tl 
ſider what Direction the Church gives, when Þ I 
the Anſiccrs don't make it appear that all cas © 


well done. And here you will find the Rubric Þ : 
that Pinches you cloſe; and that fo incon- tt 


teſtibly declares the Chereb's Senfe and Judg- 1 4 
ment upon the Caſe, that, after all your Shitt- 2 
ing, Scruing, and Evading, it concludes as di- 1 
rectly againſt you as any thing in Nature can hi; 
be. It the Miniſter, upon Enquiry, 1. By We 
hom? 2. TWith what Matter © and, 3. With + 
what Form of Words the Child was Baptized ? R 
finds ſuch uncertain Anſwers given by them which kK 8 
bring the Infant to Church, as that it cannot ap- 9 
pear. that the Child was Baptized with Mater, 
and in the Name of the Father, Son, and Holy- & © 
Gheſt, which are Eſſential Paris f Baptiſm, P 
then let the Prieſt Baptize it in the Conditional 1 
Form there appoint ed. ; Is 
Prav, let me beg you to Conſider this RAW, & 2 
well, and to Anſwer me a te plain Queſtions # © 
upon it. Does any Defect in Baptiſm make ® © 
it Void and Invalid. unleſs it be in the Eilen- } 1 
tial Parts? No; you allow it. Does not alto, 1 
according to your own Conceflions, every De- wh 
ſect in Eſjentials make it Null and Vord £ This F 
you aftirm. Why is the Child then directed 8 
to be Baptized with the Conditional Form there 1 


© * * . ' . . 
Preſcribed, when it's found uncertain whether 
11 


. 
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it was Byptized with Water, and in the Nume of 

| the Irimiys* The Rubric lays, becauſe they are 

= Eſennals. Why then is not the fame Direction 

4b given, when it Appears Wen whether the 

HBaptizer was a Lawful! Miniſter, or no? If 

the Church had believed the Miniſter's Authority 

Eſſential ; Why did it not give the ſame Di- 

rections here, as in the other Two Eſſentials £ 

Was there not the ſame Reaſon for it > Why 

then are Two Eſjentia/s only mentioned, if 
Three were intended? Was not the Church's 
expreſs Declaration, in this Third Caf, more 

Requiſite and more Neceſſary thai in cither of 

the other TWO; becauſe it had long prevailed 

as a received Principle, That the Munſter way 

not of the Eſſence of the Sacrament © How does 

it appear, or how can it appear, that the (Durch 

has changed her Jucginent in this Matter 
when She has neither made any expreſs Decla- 
ration of a contrary one, nor given the tame 
Rule and Order in tlus Cafe, which She has 
given in thoſe other Caſes which She exprelsly 
declares to be Eflential 7 | 

In ſhort, There is no other reafonable Ac- 

count to be given of the Rubric's Cropping that 

part of the Enquiry which reſpects the Miniſter s 


 Lawſul Authority, and of not requiring the 3. 
Baptiſm to be Conditionally repeated in this, 5 
as 11 the other Tuo Caſes, which She declares Fl 
to be Eſſential, but only tis. She did not look 
on the Miniſter's Latwful Authority as Elſential 

in Baptiſin, but only as a Law ot Chriſtian | 77 


Dittipline ſtill, as it had been thought by all 

our Divines for a great many Years betore. Py 

Her Silence in this Particular, 15 [11411 rently | 4 

declarative of Her Judgment ; in that it She | 

had been of a contrary Opinion, it was Her 

Duty to have Declared it, and to have given 
242 expreſs 
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expreſs Directions, in Her Rules, accordingly. 
But as She has not yet done either of theſe to 
this Day; I muſt conclude, That it is ſtill the 
certain Judgment of the Church of England, 
That the Miniſter's Authority is not Eſſential in 
Baptiſm. And I think, that the conitant Uſage 
and Practice of the Church, in admitting Lay- 
Baptized berſons to all our Offices and Ordi- 
nances, from the firſt Beginning of the Re- 
formation, down to our Times, without any 
Re-baptization call'd tor by Her Governors or 
Synods ; is 2 ſufficient and undeniable Con- 
firmation ol all that I have ſaid. Exclaim then 
as much as you will, that this Way of Ar- 
Dif 8 . guing ſmells Rank of Funaticiſm: When you 
N, p24. can {hew. that this is not the true Senſe of 
the Church of England, I will bear any Re- 
proaches. But if you will put ſuch a Senſe on 
the Arviicles, Canons, Catechiſm, Offices and 
Rybrics of our Church, as are directly contrary 
to the avowed Principles of Thoſe who Drew 
them up, and Eſtabliſhed them, and to the 


ſince, and as are Inconſiſtent with our conſtant 
Practice and Uſages; Who, I pray, is it, 
75 : 2 „ that Exp/ains away the Dottrines and Conſlitu- 
p. 2. tions of the Church, but you? And if you go 
| on as you have begun, I don't deſpair but 
that I may find you, in a few Yeags, plead- 
ing, that Tranſubſtantiation, and the Muſs, 
are according to the Doctrines of the Church of 
Hnolund. Be not angry at whit I ſay; there 
is as much Reaſon for it, as there is for what you 

now contend for. Iwill only ſhew you now, 


2. That what the Church of England has thus 
Taught and Practiſed, is agrecible to the Senſe 
and Uſage of the Primitive Church. 1 

1 i 2 


Received Opinions of our Greateſt Divines ever 


all ig well done: And but for that, Lay-Men 


| bave look'd on theſe Canons, rather as a Code, 


1. 
Fl - 
* 
4 
4 
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1 
J ſhall be very ſhort here, becauſe others 

have taken this Province, and prevented me; 

particularly Mr. Bingham, whom I believe 

very able to Diſcharge it. I will only re- 

mind you of a few Things that are very ob- 

vious, and intreat you to conſider how trifling 

your Evaſions are. 
Jertullian, you know, is expreſsly againſt 

you, who makes the Miniſter's Authority in 

Baptizing, a Matter of Diſcipline only. Salvo De Bapt. 

Eccleſiæ honore, — altoquin Laicis jus eft : 7. 

The Right of Baptizing is in the Biſhop ; or 

the Preshyters and Deacons may do it, having Y 

the Biſhop's Authority for it, for the ſake of 

the Church's Honour; which being conſulted, 


alſo might have a Right of Baptizing. This 
is fo very diſagreeable to you, that it muſt 
be thrown aſide, as his Private Heterodox 
Opinion, againſt the Senfe and Judgment of 
the Church. But why ſo? Does he ſtand 
alone in this? Is the 38th Canon of the 
Council of Eltberzs alſo againſt the Senſe and 
Judgment of the Church? that, you know, 
directs Lay-Men, in ſome Caſes, and under 
ſome Limitations, to Baptige. How could thoſe * 
Nineteen Biſhops ſo direct, it it had been (£, 


the Received Doctrine of the Church, that the * 
Miniſter's Authority is Eſſential > You will 2 
make theſe Biſhops either very Ignorant or | | 

very Regardleſs of the Catholic Doctrine, if | * 
you ſo Charge them. Dr. Cave ſays of theſe w 
Canons, That they are, Autiquæ Virtutis & Hiſt. Lit. 4 


Pietatis Indices; Inſtances of Primitive Vertue . II. 


and Piety. And no Exception is made to 5 
the 28th. And Mr. Du Pin ſays, That ſome 


er Collection of former Rules, now Confirm d 
and 
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and Ratify'd by this Council, than as [ ow, 
here newly made. If fo, they are, in truth, 
Witneſſes, that the ſettled Judgment ot che 


Spaniſh Churches, was, That Lay-Bapriſm 1 


not repugnant to the Eſſentials of that Sacra- 


ment. As for the famous Story of Athanaſius, [1 
having, when a Child, Baptized other Chil- 8 


dren; and of ſuch Baptiſm being allowed 


Effectual and Valid, by Alexander Biſhop of 0 


Alexandria: Whether the Fact be true or 
falſe, the very Relating it by the Church 
Hiſtorians, as Mr. Bingham has well obſer ved, 
ſhews that ſuch Principles were not diſagree- 
able to the Catholic Doctrine: In that if they 
had, they would fearce have told an uncer- 
tain Story, { much in Oppoſition to the 
Judgment of the Church as this mult he, it 
the Miniſter's Authority had been look' d upon 
as Eilſential. And when I have added, That 
St. Auſtin, St. Jerome, St. Ambroſe, and Iſidore 
of Setul, declare in Subſtance the {ame thing 
that Tertullian had done before; you mult 
either ſuppoſe theſe Fathers 1gnorantly to 
follow hin in an Error contrary to the re- 
ceived Doctrine of the Catholic Church; or 
elſe you mult believe that the Catholic 
Church knew no ſuch Doctrine, as that the 
Miniſter's Office or Authority is Eſſential to 
Baptiſm. 

In a word, If your Deſinition of Eſſentials 
is faulty; it your pretended Arguments from 
it are unjuſt and inconcluſive; if the CHa 
_ of England has not yet by any one Law &% 
Fact declared the Miniſter's Authority Eſſentiui 

to this Sacrament, nor ever look'd on it as 
any other than a Divine Law of Diſcipline; 
and if all this be agreeable too to the Do- 
ctrine of the Primitibe Church Why arc tae 

thus 
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thus Flattered and Admired, as tho' you 
were pleading the Cauſe of God and his Church, 
of bis Sacraments and Miniſtrations ; when, 
in truth, you are only publiſhing your own 


Inventions, and teaching for Doftrines the 


Commandments of Men. You, moſt certainly, 
do nothing better than this ; unleſs you can 
make it appear, that you underſtand the 
true Meaning of Chriſt in the Inſtitution of 
Baptiſm, better than either our own Na- 
tional Church, or the Primitive Fathers and 
Councils. | 

And while theſe are fo plainly againſt you, 
what mighty Service can you expect from the 
Judgment of the Proteſtants of France and 
Geneva? it you have made a true and taith- 
tul Repreſentation of their Synodical Determi- 
nations, which I have ſome reaſon to doubt. 
But becauſe I have not the Hi:tory of the 
Proceedings and Determinations ot thoſe Sy- 
nods by me, I will ſay nothing more ot them; 
but ſpeak only to Mr. Ca/vin's ſudgment 
in this Caſe, whoſe Authority your Reverend 
City Refor pleads in favour of your Opinion. 
But Arch-Bithop Het did not take 
Mr. Calvin to believe the Miunfter's Power 
Eſſential, when he cited his Words agamit 
that Notion, as inſiſted on by I. Ct, 
in his Admonition. The Words cited arc thete: 
Now if” it be true that we hade ſet doen, the A- N 


* 


Sucrament is not to be eſteemed of bis Hand Whirgitr'; 
by whom 1t 1s adminiſtred, but as it were of the Dej ere, 
Hands of God from whom it certainly cometh ““ J 
Hereof we may gather, that nothing ts added, or C4tv.tſtir, 


tahen from the Dignity of it, by Dim by c Hin ho 2 ok 
it is miniſtred. And therefore, among Men, if 16 5 
an Epiſtle be ſent, fo that the Hand and Seul 
be known, it illeih not iche or what manner 


J 
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Perſon carrieth it. Even ſo it is ſuffiien 

or ＋ know the Hand and Seal of * PF 

in bis Sacraments, by whomſocver they be 
delivered. As this was his Reaſoning a- 

gainſt the Anabapriſts, who deny us to be rightly 
Baptized, becauſe we were Baptized by Wicked 

and Idolatrous Perſons in the Pope's Church; 

and therefore they furiouſly urge Re-baptization, 
Againſt whoſe Folly we ſhall be ſufficiently de- 
 fended, if we think that we were Baptized not 

in the Name of any Man, but in the Name of 

the Father, Son and Holy-Ghoſt ; and therefore 
Baptiſm not to be of Man, but of God, by 
whomloe ver it be miniſtred, It you 

think it a ſufficient Reply to all this, to ſay, 

That Mr. Calvin is here ſpeaking, not of the 
Ordination, but of the Worthineſs of the Mi- 
niſter; which I own to be true in Fact: Yet, 

at the ſame time, pray conſider, both his Al- 

luſion to the Carrier of a Letter, and that 
Baptiſm is to be reputed of God, which is in 

the Name of the Trinity, a quocunque admini- 

ſtratus fuerit, by whomſoever it be miniſtred : 

And you will find theſe Reaſons to reach 

the Authority, as well as the TWorthineſs of 

the Miniſter, But if this will not fatisfie 

you, I will give you Mr. Calvin's judgment 

on the Caſe very impartially, and make 

your beſt of it. It is delivered in one of his 
Epiſtles, in Anſwer, as appears, to ſome ſuch 
Queſtion as this; How tar the Baptiſm of 

Thoſe, who, under the Papacy, were Bap- 

tized by Lay-Men, was to be allowed of, and 

the Practice to be imitated > And his Determi- 

cao. Epiſl. nations run thus: Quia nemo Privatus Baptiſmr 
Ed. Anſt. Legitimus eſt Miniſter, huic malo ſevere occur- 
16579. rend:m eſſe, quis manifeſta eſt Baptiſmi proſa- 
r. 29 mnatio, Et quoniam bic mos perverſus ex ſuper- 
ſtir Ione 
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ſtitione traxit originem, dum ſulutis neceſſitas 
Signo afixa fuerit, eo minus duplex fovendum 
eſt malum. Dubitanter bac de re loguitur Au- 


| guſtinus. Si quiſpiam Privatus baptizet, ubi 
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cogit neceſfitas, aut nullum eſt, aut veniale de- 
liffum. Atqui nobis longe pluris eſſe debet in- 
vilabile Chriſti mandatum, lie, docete, baptizare. 
Hic nexus abſque Sacrilegio ſolvi non pete. 
Accedit Apoſtol: ſententia, nemo uſurpet ſibi 
honorem, ſed qui vocatus eft. Adulterinurt 
ergo Baptiſmum cenſemus, qui almmſtratrs eſt 
a privuto homine. Ac in Eccleſid recte compoſitz 
tolerabilis non eſſet hac temeritay. Sed quia 
id apud vos inter principia contigit, ante re{?t- 
tutum Eccleſis Ordinem, & rebis adhuc con- 


| fuſis ; non tantum Error: danda eſt venia, ſed 
8 ferendus eft qualiſcunque Baptiſmus, modo ne 


in exemplum trahatur, quod ſemel perperam 


| geſtum eſt. Nam in Eccleſia diſſipatione multa 


Deus condonat gue nullo molo admittere fas 
eſſer in Eccleſiam bene ordinatam. Olim cum 
vitiata eſſet Religio, haud dubie multis vitiis & 
corruptelis implicita Circumciſio fuit; quam 
tamen teratam fuiſſe non legimus; quum revo- 
caretur populus ad purum cultum, ergo anxiè 
diſquirere neceſſe non eſt, ac ne expedit quidem, 
in omnes Circunmſtantias que innumeros ſcru- 
pulos gignerent. Proinde quod ignovit Deus 


” ſub Papatu, nos quoque ſepeliamus. Nunc ubi 


de vero Baptiſm uſu admonita fucrit Eccleſia, 
quod pugnaret cum Chriſt: inſtitutione pro nibilo 
dicendum eſſet, ac de integro baptigandus, qui pol- 
lutus fuerit prafund aſperſione. Thele are his 
Words; and I will make my Remarks upon 
them, as I give you them in Eng//h. As 
they were at that time miſerably pefter'd with 
the Anabapriſts, who denied the Divine Inſti- 
tution of the Chriſtian Miniſtry, and their 
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Divine Right and Privilege in their Miniſtra- tize 
tions, and affirmed every Private Man to 7% 
have an Equal Authority with them in their 4d 


Holy Offices; Mr. Calvin took great Care to 4 
expreſs his Deteſtation of thoſe impious Opi-& tÞ1: 
nions : And accordingly, 1. He declares, Efje 
That as no Private Perſon is the Lawful Ad. ane 
mimſirator of Baptiſm, they were ſtriftly to op- n 
poſe that Evuil Prattice, as a manifeſt Profanation Wy Ini 
of Baptiſm. That as this Irregular Cuſtom bad Di 
its Original from the Superſtition of the Papiſts, Þ Th 
while the neceſſary Salvation of the Perſon wax wee 
tack'd inſepirably to the Ordinance ; (tho' in £9 
this he is ſomewhat miſtaken, for the Pyimi- 710 
tive Church had other Thoughts;) har Two- th: 
fold Error was the leſs to be countenanced. 10 


2. He owns, That Sr. Auſtin ſpeaks doubtful ® la 
of this Matter ; If any Private Perſon Baptized m 


One in a Cuſe of Neceſſity, it way either no- wi 
Fault at all, or a very Pardonable one. But U 
we ought to have greater Regard to the Com- It 
mand of Chriſt, Go Teach; Baptize : Which & 20 
Tie cannot, without Sacrilege, be looſed. Add C 
to. this the Apeſlle's Saying, That ſo no Man &' 5: 
taketh this Office to himſelf, but he that is 0 
Called. Therefore we think that Baptiſm to tl 
Adu're- be Sinful, or Counterfeit, which is Adminiſtred r. 
rinun. by 4 Lay-Man; and in a lWelk-conſtituted Church „ 
this Raſhneſs is not to be ſuffered All ths ® 4 
he has ſaid in Vindication of the Miniſter's T h 
Right to the Miniſtration of this Sacrament, # V 


againſt Thoſe who denicd it. But, that he F a 
could not eſteem the Miniſter's Right abſo- F 1 
lutely Eſſential, is plain, by what follows:: 1 
For he adds, 2. But ſceing it has prevaild { 
as a Principle among you, before the Reforma- 7 
tion of the Church, and while Things were in | 
Confuſion, (he might bave added, and in Pri- 

| mire 


1 
* 


N 


„.. p TY FUL ITO 
J 


mirve Times alſo, that Lay-Men might Bap- 
tize, in Caſes of Neceſſity,) this Miſtake is 
not only to be pardoned, but any Baptiſm to be 
admitted, ſo that the Irregularity be not pleaded 
as a Precedent, Could any Man alive fa 

this, who thought the Miniſter's Office 65 
Eſſential, as that the Baptiſm was Invalid, 
and communicated xo Spiritual Advantages, 
without the Divine Authority of the Ads 
miniſtrator? But he goes on: For in the 
Diſtreſſes of the Church, God Pardons many 
Things that are not to be admitted of in one 
well Regulated, Heretefore, when Religion was 


corupted, no doubt but there were many Corrup- 


tions in Circumciſion 4% ; yet we do not find 
that it was Repeated, when the People returned 
to the Pure Worſhip. Therefore every Irregu- 
larity in a Divine Poſitive Law, does not 
make it Void. 4. In the following Words, he 
would not have Men to be Scrupulous and 
Uneaſie upon Detects in Circumſtantials : 
It is therefore neither Nectfjary, nor Expedient, 
to be too Anxious in our Enquiries about 
Circumſtances, bet may raiſe innumerable 
S:ruples. If the Adminiſtrator of Baptiſm be 
one of thole Circumſtances that he intended; 
then its plain, that Mr. Calvin eſteemed that 
rather a Circumſtuntial, than an Eſſential Part 
of Baptiſm.. And therefore, what God winked 
at under the Papacy, let us alſo paſs by. But 
he had, indeed, ſo much Zeal againſt Thoſe, 
who, out of a Spirit of Profarzeneſs, Deſpiſed 
and Denied the Miniſter's Right to theſe Mi- 
niſtrations; that what they did, cut of an 
impious Contempt of the Miniſtry, he thinks, 
ſhould go for Nothing. Now that the Church 
is inflrutted in the true Uſe of Baptiſm, what 
is repugnant to Chriſt's Inſtitution is zo be ac- 
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counted as Nothing; and he is to be Baptized 
again, who has been polluted with a Profane WW 
Waſhing. This is his judgment. And yet, ## 
compare it with the Concefſions which he 
makes of the Validity of thoſe Lay-Buptiſms ik 
which had been received under the Church » 

Rome, and with his Reaſons to that Purpoſe ; 
and I think you muſt own, that this Re- 
77 baptization which he is for, did not proceed 
7 from a Perſwaſion that the Miniſter's Authority 
| was Eſſential, for then the Popiſb Lay-Baptiſms 
allo muſt have been Invalid, but rather to 
ſhew his great Diſpleaſure and Zeal againſt 
Thoſe who denied the Miniſter to have any 
Peculiar Right therein. 

And after all; it is but the Judgment of 
Mr. Calvin; of One Man, and He not the 
beſt Beloved or Reſpected by you and your 
Friends. And why ſhould not the Judgment 
of Tertullian, of the Council of Eliberis, of 
the Church of Eng/and, of Arch-Biſhop IWhit- 
gift, of Mr. Hocker, or of any other ſuch, 
be of equal Force witli us? nay, even of 
Mr. R. L. when he owns, That 0 Defect, but 
in Eſſentials, make the Sacrament Invalid. But 
it is not to the Judgment of any One ſingle 
Man that we Appeal, or are willing to be 
Determin'd by, in this Caſe. We inſiſt on it, 
That the Senſe and Practice of the Priibive 
Church in General, and of our own Good 
Mother the Church of England in Particular, 
are exactly agreeable to what we Plead for, 
4 and utterly againſt your Novel Doctrine of 
| Eſſentials, And when you can make the 
contrary appear, we will be willing to give 
up the Cauſe. But until you can do this, we 
have theſe following Reaſons moving us to 
Write againſt you, | 


1. That 


1 


1. That we need not be Bug- bear d with any 
Clamorous Out- cries, of Betraying the Rights 
and Privileges of God's Church, and of the Chri- 
ſtian Inſtitutions, and the Reverence due to the 
Sacraments. All theſe we Aſſert and Contend 
for, as zealouſly as you: And it's only the 
Efficacy of Baptilm, in one or two particular 
© Caſes, of Neceſſity, or Irregularity, that is now 
in Diſpute. And if we can make it appear, 
That we ſet the Right of the Chriſtian Mini- 
i ers, and the Power of their Miniſtrations, on 
j 

1 


the very ſame Foot on which the Primitive 
= Church, and the Church of England, believe Chriſt 
= to have ſet them; we have no Reproaches to fear 
on that Account, | | 
2. Another Reaſon of our appearing againſt 
you, is, Our Unwillingneſs to run into the 
great Error of Re-baptization, ſo much con- 
demned and avoided by the Antients. Had it 
not been for this, their Zeal to keep up to the 
Apoſtles Doctrine of One fuith, One Baptiſm 
l don't ſee but that any conſiderable Irregs/arity 
' in this Sacrament, might have vindicated its 
being repeated, and have made us all zealous 
E tor Re-baptization. But as the Antients had a 
very great Regard to this, in all their Deter- 
. minations about theſe Matters, and choſe rather 
* to allow Va/gdity in the Baptiſms of Lay-Mer, 
Haeretics, Schiſmatics, and Degraded Clergy-Men, 
F who did not Act by the Authority. of the 
> Church, I carnot but think that a Clergy-Mar 
| is at this Day very exculable, in having a ba 
good Share of the ſame Concern ; and a | 
Church alſo, if, on this ſcore, it paſſes by 
ſome Things which it does not well approve ; 
rather than run into a Practice that could 
not conſiſt with the Evangelical Doctrine of 
One Baptiſin | ; 
| * 
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It was Natural enough, in ſuch a Cafe, tg 
conſider what the Eſſentials of the Sacrament 
are : All readily agreeing, That nothing but 
the want of ſome Eſſential can Vindicate the 
Reiteration of that Ordinance. I know, you 
cannot call it Re-baprization, who make the 
Miniſter's Authority Ejjential. But, Sir, as you 
have not yet convinced us of this, we muſt call 
it, Re-baptization ; and we muſt be againſt it 
as ſuch, until you bring us better Reaſons, 
and ſtronger Arguments. | 

2. We are the more free in this Oppoſition 
to you; in that we do not do it, as has been 
artiully inſinuated, z7 Fwvonr of the Diſſenters 
and their Practices. This has been the Plau- 
ſible Cry, to Expoſe Us: And, as tho' there 
had been no Separatiits on your Side; none to 
much Diſaffected to the Government, as to re- 
fuſe the Oath of Allegiance, that Abett you; 
none that Pray tor an Unlawtul Pretender to 
the Crown, that Support You : The great Arti- 
fice is, To repreſent Us as pleading the Cauſe of 
the Difſenters ; and then every Man, according 
to the meaſure of his Hatred and Averſion to 
Them, cr hs Love to Some- body elſe Abroad, 
runs in preſently to Your Side. 

This is ſpreading a Net for the Injudicious 
and Unthinking, but it can take none elle. 
For, muſt Men be charged with tavouring the 
Errors of Heretics und Schiſinatics, becauſe 
they do not Inva/idate all their Miniſtrations? 
What then muſt become of all the Primitive 
Fathers and Councils, even of the Firſt famous 
Council of Nice, which did not make Invalid 
all the Powers and Miniſtrations, either of the 
Novatians, Donatiſts, or -Arians * Mult they 
therefore be ſpitetully Treated and Reproached, 
as Countenancing Hereſy, and Favouring Sch 

matics 
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natics and their Praftices * They met with 

no ſuch Rude Treatment, on thoſe Occaſions. 
* And why then mult we be traduced as Coun- 

tenancing Schiſn, only becauſe Diſſenters Bap- 

J 11/m happens, in the Conſequences of our 

= Church of England Doctrine, to be allowed 

= Valid? 

1 As for your famous Oxford Story, of the 2p. oxf. 

Fu Prebyterians Carrying a Child in Public Pro- (. Cf. 

® Ccefſlion to be Baptized in a Conventicle, ſince P 73: 

Mr. Bingham's Book came out; it is no more 

to be imputed to that Book, than Noah's 

* Flood is to the Building of the Ark, becauſe it 

* followd after it. Mr. Bing ham intended no 

» {ſuch Conſequences ; nor do his Principles any 

more tend thereto, than thoſe of our greateſt 

Divines, who, ever fince the Reformation, have 

aſſerted the ſame thing. But whatever may 

be the Conſequences; you have ſupply'd us 

with an Anſwer ; viz. That Divine Truths 

muſt not be ſet aſide, by reaſon of any pretended 

diſagrecable Conſequences that may follow them. 

And this is a 

; ath Reaſon of our Oppoſition to your No- 

velty ; That if it be the Truth of God, and of 

jt his Word, That the Divine Authority of the 

f Adminiſtrator is not Eſſential to Chriſtian Bap- 

tiſin: It ought to be defended, let that Truth 

tavour or diſpleaſe whom it will. We ought 

theretore, I think, to have liberty to Argue 

th2 Point fairly, and without Reproaches, or 

4 invidious Inſinuations, as tho' we were Betray- See 1. 

4 ing the Reverence due to God, his Church, and Reder : 

Sacraments. Thoſe Reflections are not candid, N 

nor becoming either Chriſtian Prieſt, or Chri- „ 18. 

ſtian Lay-Man. | 
5. If the Truth be on our Side, as I am 

verily perſwaded that it is; it will be found 

an 
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an Important Truth, to the Proteſtant 
Churches, and the Proteſtant Religion. 
The Conſequence ot your Principle, which al- 
lows no Baptiſm Effectual but what is admini— 
ſtred by a Lawful Miniſter, nor any Man to 
be a Lawful Miniſter but what is Epiſcopally 
Ordained ; fails heavy, you know, upon the 
Foreign Proteſtant Churches It makes void all 
their Miniſtry and Miniſtrations, all their 
Sacraments and Religious Ordinances: it per- 
fectly Unchurches them, and reduces th-m, in 
your own Senſe, into the Condition of meer 
Catechumens, if not of Heathens and Infidels; 
And all this, by a Notion, which, as you ſtate 
it, no Church in the World ever yet came 
into. I don't love Challenges in Controverſies, 
becauſe I do not pretend my Knowledge to be 
ſufficient for them: And yet Ido believe that 
you can produce ine no Chriſtian Church at this 
Day in the World which maintains, That he Epi- 
ſcopal Ordination of the Adminiſtrator is Eſſential 
to the Validity of Baptiſm : For tho? all the Antients 
allowed none but Biſhops to Ordain, yet they did 
not make the Miniſter's Ordination Eſſential to 
Valid Baptiſin. A Man of Ordinary Modeſty 
and Reflexion would not eaſily pretend to 
ſuch a Refined Underſtanding, and Accuracy 
of Judgment, above all that have lived and 
written for Seventeen hundred Years before 
him, as to advance ſuch a Principle as no 
Church, in any Age, is ever found to have con- 
curred in; and which, in the Conſequences of 
it, muſt entirely Unchurch almoſt all the Pro- 
teſtant Churches upon Earth, his own very 
hardly eſcaping. For I can tell the Time 
when, according to the Laws of car Church, 
Epiſcopal Ordination was not Necellary to 
Conſtitute a Lawful Miniſter One would 
rather 


CEE : * ; ; up : 1 « N ms " - > 7 * « 
. * 1 5 — * ap - A * ** BF. ts 4 
= 


41 ] 
rather be apt to ſuſpect his own Thoughts, and 
to diſtruſt his own 3 than to run thus 
far; believing that other Chriſtians and other 
Churches have a Zeal for God and Chriſt, and 
a Deſire of Salvation, by the Iuſtituted Ordi- 
nances of Chriſtianity, as well as himtelt; 
and are to be hoped, ſome of them at leaſt, to 
have a Common Underſtanding of the Iuſtituted 
Ordinances of Chriſtianity, as well as himſalt. 
And this is a Point that does not concern He- 
retics and Schiſmatics alone, but the ſcveral 
National Churches of the World, throughout 
all Ages of Chriſtianity. All of them, I think, 
own the Divine Inſtitution of the Chriſtian Mi- 
niſtry ; and I freely own Epiſcopaucy to be of 
Apoſtolical Inſtitution. But I am not yet ſcnſible 
of any one Church that makes both theſe Eſen- 
tial to the Valid Miniſtration of Chriſtian Bap- 
tiſm. A Notion that makes ſo high a Compli- 
ment to the Papiſts, as to make the greateſt 
Number of Proteſtants not only Heretics and 
Schiſmatics, as they call them, but brings them 
down to Catechumens or Infidels ; had need to 
be ſupported by very clear and evident Demon- 
ſtrations indeed; and much more plain, than 
what you have hitherto found out in this Con- 
troverſy. How will the Papi/ts Laugh and be 
Pleaſed, to find us Prozeſtanrs thus uncon- 


cernedly to Unchurch one another? The Uni- Lie ed. 
verſity of Oxford, tho they had juit Zeal for /4. Cel. 
the Apoſtolical Inſtitution ot Epriſcopacy, were yet 706. 


too ſenſible of this, to diſallow the Churches of 
Geneva to be True Churches: They own them 
as ſuch; they allow them to have Lawfu/ Pa- 
ſors. and Valid Sacraments, altho they unbap- 
pily want the Apoſtolical Form of Church-Govern- 
ment by Biſhops : And they own, with Appro- 
bation, the Practice 1 our Divines, — in 

their 
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their Exile, took part of the Divine- Service of 
the Proteſtant Churches Abroad, altho* they had 
no Biſhops. But you and your Friends, Wiſer, 
it ſeems, and more Knowing in Evangelical 
Inſtitutions, than that Venerable and Learned 
Body; have, by your Novelties, brought all 
thoſe Churches down ſo very low, that noVa/rd 
Sacraments, no Goſpel Ordinances, no Church 
Communion, is to be found among them. They 
are no Members of. Chriſt's Church; their Rel:- 
gious Ajjemblies not fit tor a true Chriſtian to 
enter into; no Supernatural Aduirtages to be 
obtained in them: And however you may 
think it for your Purpoſe to appeal to their 
Judgment in this Cafe, yet you hardly allow 
them Chriſtianity enough to entitle them to 
Chriſtian Burial, if they happen, any of them 
to Die among us. If therefore there be a great 
deal to be ſaid againſt a Principle that is of 
ſuch miſchievous Conſequence to the Proteſtant 
Religion ;, it is of that Importance, that it ought 
to be ſaid, and to be inſiſted on. 

6. Our Left Reaſon of Oppoſing you, is not 
the leaſt; vis. This your New Doctrine will 
do no mighty Service, to the bringing over 
Diſſenters into our Church. It may hinder Mul- 
t tudes of them from coming into our Commu— 
nion; becauſe moſt People are unwilling to 
have their Baptiſm, and all their paſt Devo— 
tion, to go for Nothing. They may be made 
ſenſible that they have been Educated in a 
wrong Communion, and be willing to return 
into a Right one: But when you would bring 
them back to the Font again, I am afraid that 
few will follow you. After all the Szcce/s that 
vour Cty Refor boaſts of in your Undertakings, 
have heard nothing yet ot this Kind. Your- 
ſelf and a few Women who have left the P/ 

ENTEFS, 


3 
4 


# 


> 
Y 


* 
CE 
v 


k 
, 
* 


3 


* 
a 


4 


4 — — * 


= enters, after having lived ſome time in on- 
3 Communion, have conſented to be Baptized a- 
gain. But when I find that your New Doctrine 
10 tar takes Place, as to cauſe Numbers of 
Dijjenters to leave their Separation; I will then 
readily give up this Part of our Juſtification. 
But how can this be expected, when your 
* own Arguments muſt return upon you? You 
| would have them think their Bapriſm Void and 
ö Invalid, becauſe the Hhtiaer was not a Lawfut 
Miniſter, which 1s  Jential in that Sacrament. 
Wil They not tell you, That the Greateſt 
of our Divines, both at and ſince the Reforma- 
tion, have ever affirmed, That the Miniſter is not 
| Eſſential? That the Rubric and Pratiice of the 
* Church, under King Edward VI. and Queen 
F E/:/zabeth was altogether diſagreeable to that 
Opinion? That altho' the Kubric has been 
Altered ſince, yet that was only to Regulate 
Diſcipline, but that the Charch has by no Act 
Whialoever declared the Miniſter's Office Eſſen- 
tial? That the Making a Law, is one thing; but 
the Making a Law EHential, is another? Will 
4 they rot ask you, how you can pretend to 
make the Miniſter's Ofice Efſential, when, be- 
ſides the expreſs Declaration of ſeveral of our 


Divines to tie contrary, the Church, inſtead of 2M 
calling the Lay-Baptized to Baptiſm again, * 
has admitted them, without Scruple, not only 42 
to Her cloſeſt Communion, but into Holy Or- 4 
ſ 


ders, and the Greateſt Stations of the Church, 
without any Complaint, or any Repreſentation | 
ot this as an Error or a Miſcarriage, from any | 7 


of its Governors or its Synods in any Age? 
How then will you convince theſe Diſſenters of 
the Invalidity of their Baptiſm, without Blemiſh- 
ing that Church into whole Commumon you 
would have them enter; by inſiſting on a Doctrine 
| F 2 which 


44 
which it hitherto has never yet maintained ? 
This is fo unlikely a Method, that one had 
need of a great deal of Good-nature to believe 
that you ever intend it, and not to ſuſpect, 
that you have ſome other Deſign in View. 
If I was to engage in a malicious Purpoſe of 
keeping the Diſſenters in their Schiſm, and of 
hindring them from coming into our Commu- 
nion; I would take your Meaſures : I would 
embaraſs their Admiſſion with all the Diffi- 
culties that might be; I would allow none 
of them to be Members of the Chriſtian Church, 
without a New Baptiſm : And I doubt not but 
that the Succeſs would Anſwer the Malice of 
the Deſign. But, it Convincing the D.ſſexters, 
and bringing them into our Communion, will 
be allowed a good Work; that Doctrine is 
fitteſt tor the Purpoſe, which, altho' it allows 
the Validity of their Bupti/ms, yet condemns the 
Unlawfulneſs of their Miniſtrattons. Here we 
may reaſonably hope for Succeſs; in that we 
can eaſily prove their Baptiſins Irregular, Un- 
Insful, Schiſmatical, and Sinful, altho' not ab- 
ſolutely Invalzd and Void. We can prove them 
to be Schiſmarics, altho' we cannot ſay that 
they are no Chriſtians. 


I leave thefe Conſiderations with you; 


And am, 


S IR, Jours. 
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© 82 the Finiſhing this LETTER, is come 
3 out Dr. B-—'s Enquiry into the Tudement 
and Praftice of the Catholic Church, as to Lay- 
y Baptiſm : In the Appendix to which, he alſo 
calls the Lord Biſhop of Oxford to Account, for 
bis CHaRrGE. He does no more than, like 
an Eccho, taintly Recite the Fag-end of your 
Reflections. I have therefore only a tew ſhort 
Remarks to make upon it. 


- 


1. He, with Good-manners, tells the Biſhop, Pag. 10g. 
That the very Doffrine of the Validity of Lay- 
Baptiſm, which His Lordſhip defends, is the 
prefeſs'd Dotirine of the Church of Rome. 
In Anſwer to which, I have only this to ſay, 
That whenever the moſt Learned of His Lord- 
ſhip's Oppoſers ſhall make it appear, that it is 
| not the Doctrine of the Catholic Church, and of 
the Church of Exgland; it ſhall be reckon'd no 
' Afﬀeront to have call'd it Popery. In the mean 
while, it is incumbent on Dr. B-—, and his 


Friends, to prove, that his Doctrine is not | 25 
Puritannical. For I think it will be no Ad- | F 
vantage to Dr. Bs Reputation, that thoſe | 402 
Doctrines in which he oppoſes the Biſhop, are * 


either Popiſb, or elſe Originally taken from the 
Puritans, and were firſt uſed by them, in Op- 
poſition to the Church of England. 

2. The Dodor is alſo unwilling to content, Pag 106, 
that the Univerſity of Oxford do indeed allow 
the Foreign Churches who have no Biſhops, to 
have Real Orders, and Valid Sacraments. He 
will have it, that the Unver/ity only Dog 
| „ that 
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that God may accept what they do with good In- 
tention, for want of Ability, or Opportunity, or 
Knowledge to do better. And tho they have 
neither real Orders nor Sacraments, yet it is 
poſfuble he may be Gracious to them 
Is not this a mighty Compliment > May not 
God be thus Gracious to Feu, Turks and 
Heathens alſo? I mult leave it to that Ve- 
nerable Body to determine, whether they did 
intend thus to Prevaricate with their Chriſtian 
Brethren. Ther Words are theſe : Alie niſſi mum 
eſt a nitra Charuat? Keclefras illas Reformatas, 
que ineluetabilt neceſſitatis lege adatay, a Pri- 
mevs Epiſcopalss Regimims forma haud ſponte ſua 
receſſerunt, tanquam legitimis Paſteribus aut Sa- 
crame/itis rue adminiſtratis; penitus deſlitutas. 
rigida ximis cenſura damnare : © It is not at all 
* agrecable to our Charity, to condemn. with 
«© t091evere a Cenſure, thoſe Reformed Churches. 
as utterly deſtitute of Lawtul Paſtors, and 
vacraments duly adminiſtred; which, by 
inevitable Necethty, rather than by their 

own Choice, have receded from the Primitive 
Form of Epiſcopal Government. If there þ, 
be any Probity in theſe Learned Gentlemen, 
methinks, this is fairly to confeſs, That to deny 
them to have Lawfu! Paſtors, and Sacraments 
rightly adminiſtred, would be too rigid and ſevere 
2 2 FE. 

2. Dr. Z--— has egregiouſly Perverted the 
Words of the Author of The Fadginent of the 
Church of England, c. while that Learned 
Gentleman, whoever he was, obſerved, That 
King 7ames, in the Hampton Court Conterence, 
maintained the Nece/ity of Baptiſm ; aud that, 
altho' he would allow none but Lawfu! Miniſters 
70 Baptige, yet diſapproved the Re-haprization 
ot thoſe Baptized by Layics ; from thence forms 
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his Arguments by theſe Expoſtulations : But is Paz. 12. 
not this to allow their Baptiſm to be Valid ? And 

ie it as well for a Child to Die Unbaprized, as 
Baptized by a Layic whoſe Baptiſm muſt not be 
Reiterated? His Intention, apparently was, 

to declare, That 7 rs got ſo well to Die Unhap- 

tized ; becauſe the Baptiſm even of a Lay:ic, mult 

be allowed Valid, if it needs not be Ræiterated? But 

Dr. B——, by I know not what want of Tliought, 

or of ſomething elle, gives it another Turn, 

and makes that Author to argue rightly, That it Pag 108. 
1s as well for a Child to Die Unbaptiged, as Bap- 

tized by a Layic whoſe Baptiſm mult not he Re- 
iterated, The Reverſe of which Allertion, is 

that Learned Author's Meaning. 

4. Lo confirm this Acount of King Fames's 
allowing Lay-Baptiſm Valid, altho' he did not 
approve that any but a Lawfu! Miniſter ſhould 
Baptiæe; the ſame Author has obſerved, That 
King James the Firſt's own Children were not 
Baptized by Miniſters Epiſcopally Ordained, 
but by Presbyterians. This Dr. B— will 
not admit of; becauſe; altho the Presbyterian Pax 116; 
Government was at that time Settled in Scotland, 
yet there might be Miniſters there Epiſcopally 
Ordained, and the King's Children might be Bap- 
tized by one of them. At this rate, he way 
doubt alſo whether King James the Second 
Children were Baptized by Proteſtant MIni— 
ſters, becauſe there might be Popiſh Prieits in 
England at the time of their Birth. But I 
ſhould rather take it for a fire Rule, That the 
Children of Princes of the Blood are alway 
Bapt ved by Miniſters of the Eſtabliſhed Church; 
unleC- *! . contrary could be plainly proved. 

5. Ine Laſt Thing obſervable, is, his fol- 
lowing you in that odd Concat, of ſuppoling 
Ordination to be Valid without Bf 1 
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leave you both to Reconcile it with the Senſe 
of the Primitive Church : For I take it for 
granted, that St. Ferom ſpeaks agreeably to 
that, when he expreſſes himſelf thus againſt 
! the Luciferian ; Novam rem afſeris ut quiſquam 
Chriſtianus fatus fit ab eo qui non fuit Chri- 
flianus : © Tis wholly new, to maintain, That 
any One ſhould be made a Chriſtian, by 
"4 * one who himſelf never was a Chriſtian.” 
r | The Argument from St. Paul's being call'd 
miraculouſly to be an Apoſtle, betore he was 
Baptized ; is juſt as if One ſhould plead, That 
Confirmation may be good to a Child that was 
never Chriſten d, becauſe the firſt Converted 
Gentiles received the Ho/y-Ghoſt before they 
were Baptized. 
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